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W&jLLra in ths- xarox a friwtid seal: i t appears that who stoilas arc* Doth from the 
terkvsloy Barb 8/16-22, perhaps your piece published undar the bead '‘Ford's Vi®w of 
Kennedy's Death" is from another source. Part os it iawrtst os. 

First the other piece, by Stave Long about one Harvey Yssijim. 

Xki a is frightful stuff typicai of frightful p&opte -Vio are cor&uerctelising this 
thing sad abusing the currant college generation as has asvsr b©»a doss before. 4t is 
terrible stuff* manufactured for a market fast is being bled. $fasse« guys must be ’raking 
ia real loot. I t h i nk because they are so utterly indifferent to what they any and 
because they seem to stay so busy ma ki ng these kinds of pitches for what •*• heard is 
$800 each there just might be a story in it. It is a terrible and deliberate exploitation. 
I know because this same YazD.ji.-m once phoned a» prior to his makLgc of U of M. Speech 
aad I destroyed kis -whole hiae to him in a two— hour conversation. H&- thanked a© 
profusely for setting Mas straight and than* proceeded to rank** precisely tone gp*ack 
h® always cakes, as I was told by one ia the audience. 



Later I got a clipping from another Chicago— aroa appearance. iksae swill, 
borne of this improvisation is based oa a corruption of ay work. The soOcalied "Ho 
Maae Key group,” for use example. It was not a aiagle "group" and it was not a "CIA 
sponsors! covsrt action operation." It was swashbucklers on their own when ther® was 
no official sponsorship. They were arrested by the locals. They vfer-s arrestee by the feds. 
They sever did anything except play gases, like boys. 

Bo you think that if Garrison really had a real confession Santana or any orhsr 
would have ever left durance Vila? 

Bo you really think all of Watergate was a decade earlier involved ia this "No Name 
Key group” which did nothing aad could do nothing and was & aiae v collection of tiny, 
squabbling- factious? (I've the leaders of two on taped interviews.) 

-’our (2HS*) piece on that January 1964 piece is close in spirit but wrong in fact 
as you will book. 1. mm. s-causss o i tha aaturs of ssvsrai of the errors anti the ccatent of 
oaa I would like to know your source or sources if this does not involve confidence. 

Those documents were not -’sines donated to the national Archives. " It was the knows- is.— 
advance aad customary final depository. It sat up the original files and provided the 
file clerks. Tha files were trsnofsrrsd autoiaatically oace ths Commission sndad its life. 

Xt is utterly falsa that there is no reference to tnis allegedly single January 



secret netting and that it does not exist. I'd appreciate your silane© until, the book is 
out for a number of raasoas, one of which is that worthwhile subsidiary us« is under 
consi deration t another sach BBi cal delays, etc., but this is the transcript I've been working 
to get for sight years and have aad an publishing ia facsimile. 

There also is no such "index card." However, this clo&rly relates to something that 
was stolen from toe, that requires nor® work, so I'm quit® interested ia how you received 
tha garbled account. It is also factually incorrect to stay of t’cat other session "that 
the minutes of tho January 1964 ns sting wore iateatiosually destroyed by the Commission." 
Somstfee w»*ll meet and I’ll tell you the full story. My interact herein is ia what is 
going on behind tbs scenes aad who ia doing it. It caa*t eerve good purposes sad can do 
harm. There is always tha chases that cone well-Ldtentioaed tasfcaovda*. is spreading 
s distorted version of a rumor but I'd prefer not to avoid other possibilities, particularly 
with this obvious timing. There are a number of these iittla things on which I find the 
coincidence provocative. 



Therms ia aFord angle, not what you Indicate. If it is not of interest where I* 



ve 



madu 43 m offer that Is under consideration I do not expect it to be - I am willing for 

you to use it but I'll ;iav® to ask ny associate, ia fact, th<*.f-s> am two fififers, both to 
tnosu wno roues grunt sufibors of pwople. If either is rejected X should rsally seek other 
mass outlets bscausa as many people a:* posaibla should be reached. But I think tha Ford 
stuff is too hot. fe'era there* the chance th« truth aot the fiction oajjr could make "a 
political casualty" of Ford — who happens to have been ths one Commissioner not at the 
•»•»« involved. . .Aad thus you can evaluate your source as I'd like to for different reasons. 

definitive la it now is not no^f urfcltt^nlai^ wl^c^eMom^e^tls^cfe 



r±ons 
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A major part of ay time i ; spent trying to keep track of th® workings of the Departments 
of disinformation.. Shore is reason to beliern that an earmous percentage is tnarely 
the boot with nuts. 3ut tbi-- does not indicate or persuade that all is. Sc* if it is 
not asking too much* I’d really appreciate - not for use in any other way ~ a copy of 
all your assassination stuff. And as' much on spooking sad Watergate as possible. I n 
thi:- way i. can evaluate agninst rcy knowledge and then, can be in a position to ksasts 
whether it may bo possible that there in an experienced hand or hands behind what is 
wrong and frequently corn torproductive... The flashing of this kiafl of stuff to those who 
have influ nict and sre net beyond turning; on is effectim. And thft con stent influx .into 
major media desks destroys all credibility «nd defeats authentic news. -Ksifle from money 
and ago serving, ths* lazijians do nothing. Except harm. Aside from all tid.ii, I do abhor 
this imposition on the tract of ycuivj p-sople who will ba so disillusioned when they lour®, 
tks truth, Suisse sharp enough to s*« 3 J.I is inkarsatly incredible are instantly tnaaod off 
so those things trouble me. If you can t sand ms all in this field, thanks just the same. 




